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our tariffs a single cent on a single pair
of tennis shoes, instead China needs to
start buying goods from the United
States.

If they knew that they would suffer
some loss of access to the U.S. market,
they would do it. The Chinese, when
confronted by real tariffs or the real
threat of tariffs, will find that our
goods meet their needs, but if they are
confronted by a deal that asks them to
do nothing more than change the irrel-
evant regulations that they place on
the top of the table and ignores the re-
sults of what happens underneath the
table, then they will be laughing all
the way to even larger trade surpluses
with the United States.

Mr. Speaker, let me now bring up, in
the waning minutes of this brief pres-
entation, a third topic, a topic that is
very important. I have only a bit to
say about it, because, frankly, it is a
topic that has me stumped. Let me by
way of introduction mention that this
is a topic that, as far as I know, has
never been addressed.

It is a topic that my staff has said,
BRAD, maybe you do not want to bring
that up, because you will be the only
one talking about it, you will look
weird. It is a topic I ought to bring up,
because it is one of the seminal topics.
And it is only one of several seminal
topics that gets no attention; by sem-
inal topics, I mean one of the topics
that really goes to where we are going
as a species and what are the dangers,
not only to the prosperity of the people
in my district and in the country, not
only to the issues we fight about here
everyday, but to where we are going as
humankind.

Now, there are a number of issues
that rise to that level of significance
that do receive significant attention:
nuclear proliferation, environmental
catastrophe, overpopulation; all of
these threaten humankind’s continued
prosperous existence on this planet.

There is a fourth issue that does, I
think, rise to the level where it can be
included, and it is an issue really with-
out a name; I call it the issue of engi-
neered intelligence.

I am going to propose to this House,
I hope some of my colleagues will join
me, we will have dinner, we will have a
drink or two, we will think this over,
not maybe a drink or two, we will
think over what form this bill should
take, but I am planning to introduce a
bill calling for the creation of a na-
tional commission on engineered intel-
ligence.

There are several different forces
coming together or scientific tech-
nologies that come under the title of
engineered intelligence: First, there is
biological engineering which could give
us either of two huge ethical dilemmas;
one is the prospect that biological en-
gineering will allow us to design some
sort of animal, perhaps starting with
human DNA and going down, perhaps
starting with chimpanzees’ DNA and
going up, but some sort of animal that
is significantly more intelligent than

the domestic animals that help us do
our work, sheepdogs or watchdogs or
seeing eye dogs, considerably smarter
than the canines that help us do work,
but less intelligent, less self-aware
than human beings, and one wonders
whether this would be an engineered
slave race or just an improvement in
today’s pooches, a better seeing eye
dog, or a sparely self-aware cognitive
entity engineered by man to serve
man, arguably to be enslaved by man.

Biological engineering can engineer
intelligence at a level where some will
argue that that entity deserves the
protection of our Constitution, and
others would argue that that entity is
here to serve us in the same humane
way that we turn to watchdogs and see-
ing eye dogs. Likewise, biological engi-
neering can go beyond.

I can see, not today, but we are with-
in 20 years or 30 years or 50 years of
when biological engineering cannot
only do what I just covered, but could
also engineer an intelligence well be-
yond that of the average person, per-
haps well beyond that of any human
that has ever lived, and we would have
to wonder, do we want our scientists to
create a new species that Darwin might
think is superior to our own? I do not
know.

But it raises ethical issues that are
going to take longer to resolve than it
will take the science to get there and
present those logical issues, those eth-
ical issues to society.

One example is that Einstein a few
years before World War II, together
with others, brought to the attention
of Franklin Roosevelt the great power
or potential power of nuclear science
and the nuclear bomb, and we had only
a few years to consider what that
would mean. The science developed
more quickly than the ethics, and we
had to struggle as a species to figure
out, and we are still struggling to fig-
ure out what the rules are with regard
to the nuclear engineering.

We need to begin thinking now of the
ethics and the international agree-
ments and the laws that are going to
apply when science gets to where only
science fiction is today.

Mr. Speaker, it is not just is biologi-
cal engineering capable of engineering
intelligence; it is also mechanical engi-
neering. One of my friends has said
that perhaps the last decision that will
be made by the human race is whether
our successors are the products of bio-
logical engineering or mechanical Sil-
icon Valley engineering; whether our
replacements are carbon-based or sil-
icon-based, because I do not know
whether it will be biological engineer-
ing that engineers intelligence first, or
whether intelligence rivaling our own
or perhaps surpassing our own will first
come from silicon chips; but the same
ethical issues arise.

One can imagine a thinking machine
capable of spirituality. I believe there
is a book that addresses that issue by
that title.

One can imagine a thinking machine
smarter than any computer, almost

self-aware, some would argue properly
used by people, others would say prop-
erly embraced as the constitutional
equal of human beings. Likewise, it is
possible for us through silicon engi-
neering, through computer engineering
that some day we will invent machines
considerably smarter than us who may
or may not regard us as their appro-
priate peers or masters.

I know this is science fiction, but
would it not be wise to spend a few
years, and a few, in the minds of a few
people a lot smarter than I am trying
to figure out what we would do if
science begins to offer this as an alter-
native for human kind?

I can only mention third,
nanotechnology, the idea of engineer-
ing at the molecular level, at a level
where perhaps it would be hard to de-
cide whether what we had engineered
was biological or mechanical, or maybe
we will see a fusion of biological and
mechanical or biological and electronic
engineering where a combination of sil-
icon chips and brain cells from human
DNA or brain cells from dog DNA are
fused together.

I do not want to sound unusual, but
the science of the future will be a little
unusual. We in this Congress will not
do the science, but we in this Congress
should make sure that we focus the ap-
propriate societal attention long in ad-
vance on the ethical dilemmas that
will face us as engineered intelligence
either approaches or surpasses our
own.

Mr. Speaker, although there would be
one benefit of such marvelous engi-
neered intelligence for, perhaps if we
had an engineered intelligence mas-
sively smarter than myself, maybe we
would know what the right course was
for the World Bank to take or what the
right course was for this Congress to
take on the issues I addressed earlier in
this speech.

f

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). Pursuant to clause 12 of rule
I, the Chair declares the House in re-
cess subject to the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 28 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

f

b 2345

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. DREIER) at 11 o’clock and
45 minutes.

f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR FURTHER CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 4205, FLOYD D.
SPENCE NATIONAL DEFENSE AU-
THORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2001

Mr GOSS, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
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(Rept. No. 106–624) on the resolution (H.
Res. 504) providing for further consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 4205) to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2001 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense and for military construc-
tion, to prescribe military personnel
strengths for fiscal year 2001, and for
other purposes, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

f

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. WAMP (at the request of Mr.
ARMEY) for today, on account of at-
tending a funeral.

Mr. COBURN (at the request of Mr.
ARMEY) for today, on account of at-
tending a funeral.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. SKELTON) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.
Mrs. MALONEY of New York, for 5

minutes, today.
Mr. SHERMAN, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. MINGE, for 5 minutes, today.
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. DUNCAN) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. HULSHOF, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. METCALF, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. COLLINS, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes,

on May 24.
Mr. DUNCAN, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. SENSENBRENNER, for 5 minutes,

today.
Mr. KASICH, for 5 minutes, today.

f

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 46 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Thursday, May 18, 2000, at 10
a.m.

f

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

7660. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service,
Fruit and Vegetable Programs, Department
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Raisins Produced From
Grapes Grown in California; Final Free and
Reserve Percentages for 1999–2000 Crop Nat-
ural (Sun-Dried) Seedless and Zante Currant
Raisins [Docket No. FV00–989–4 IFR] received

April 12, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

7661. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service,
Fruit and Vegetable Programs, Department
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Olives Grown in Cali-
fornia; Decreased Assessment Rate [Docket
No. FV00–932–1 FIR] received April 17, 2000,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

7662. A letter from the Federal Register Li-
aison Officer, Office of Thrift Supervision,
Department of the Treasury, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Transfer and
Repurchase of Government Securities [No.
2000–13] received March 27, 2000, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Banking and Financial Services.

7663. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Cardiovascular, Orthopedic, and Physical
Medicine Diagnostic Devices; Reclassifica-
tion of Cardiopulmonary Bypass Accessory
Equipment, Goniometer Device, and Elec-
trode Cable Devices [Docket No. 99N–2210] re-
ceived April 13, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Commerce.

7664. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Medical Devices; Gastoenterology-Urology
Devices; Nonimplanted, Peripheral Elec-
trical Continence Device [Docket No. 00P–
1120] received April 13, 2000, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Commerce.

7665. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Medical Devices; Laser Fluorescence Caries
Detection Device [Docket No. 00P–1209] re-
ceived April 13, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Commerce.

7666. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Hematology and Pathology Devices; Reclas-
sification; Restricted Devices OTC Test Sam-
ple Collection Systems for Drugs of Abuse
Testing [Docket No. 97N–0135] received April
13, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Commerce.

7667. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Managment and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Revisions to
the California State Implementation Plan,
Ventura County Air Pollution Control Dis-
trict [CA095–0234; FRL–6579–3] received April
13, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Commerce.

7668. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Revisions to
the California State Implementation Plan,
Ventura County Air Pollution Control Dis-
trict [CA095–0234; FRL–6579–3] received April
13, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Commerce.

7669. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Approval and
Promulgation of Hospital/Medical/Infectious
Waste Incinerators State Plan For Des-
ignated Facilities and Pollutants: Idaho
[Docket No. ID–02–0001; FRL–6580–6] received
April 13, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Commerce.

7670. A letter from the Special Assistant to
the Bureau Chief, Mass Media Bureau, Fed-

eral Communications Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s final rule—Amend-
ment of Section 73.202(b), Table of Allot-
ments, FM Broadcast Stations (Elaine, Ar-
kansas) [MM Docket No. 99–280 RM–9672]
(Ringgold, Louisiana) [MM Docket No. 99–281
RM–9684] (Hays, Kansas) [MM Docket No. 99–
283 RM–9711] received March 30, 2000, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Commerce.

7671. A letter from the Special Assistant to
the Bureau Chief, Mass Media Bureau, Fed-
eral Communications Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s final rule—Section
73.202(b) Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast
Stations (Princeville, Kapaa, and Kalaheo,
Hawaii) [MM Docket No. 99–139, RM–9402,
RM–9412] received April 17, 2000, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Commerce.

7672. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting Copies of international
agreements, other than treaties, entered into
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C.
112b(a); to the Committee on International
Relations.

7673. A letter from the Acting President,
Inter-American Foundation, transmitting
the Annual Performance Report for Fiscal
Year 1999; to the Committee on Government
Reform.

7674. A letter from the Chairman, National
Capital Planning Commission, transmitting
the FY 1999 Annual Performance Report; to
the Committee on Government Reform.

7675. A letter from the Director, Fish and
Wildlife Service, Department of the Interior,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and
Plants; Final Rule To List as Endangered
the O’ahu ’Elepaio From the Hawaiian Is-
lands and Determination of Whether Des-
ignation of Critical Habitat Is Prudent (RIN:
1018–AE51) received April 13, 2000, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Resources.

7676. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, National Ma-
rine Fisheries Service, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Fisheries
Off West Coast States and in the Western Pa-
cific; West Coast Salmon Fisheries; Inseason
Adjustments From Cape Falcon to Humbug
Mountain, OR [Docket No. 990430113–913–01;
I.D. 032700C] received April 13, 2000, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Resources.

7677. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, National Ma-
rine Fisheries Service, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Fisheries of
the Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska;
Trawling in Steller Sea Lion Critical Habi-
tat in the Central Aleutian District of the
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands [Docket No.
991223349–934901–01; I.D. 021000A] received
April 14, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources.

7678. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, National Ma-
rine Fisheries Service, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Fisheries off
West Coast States and in the Western Pa-
cific; Pacific Coast Groundfish Fishery; Trip
Limit Adjustments [Docket No. 99123347–9347;
I.D. 032700D] received April 13, 2000, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Resources.

7679. A letter from the Regulations Officer,
FHA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Safety
Fitness Procedures; Safety Fitness Rating
Methodology [Docket No. FMCSA–6789 (For-
merly FHWA 97–2252)] (RIN: 2126–AA43) re-
ceived March 21, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.

VerDate 17-MAY-2000 04:32 May 18, 2000 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00133 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A17MY7.046 pfrm12 PsN: H17PT1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-05-29T11:55:38-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




